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self-expression assumes, and which receive more or less encour-
agement in some scientific or pseudo-scientific quarters. It is,
indeed, too late in the day to deny that disorders of body and
mind are often the result of unduly repressed instinctive ten-
dencies. But the resort to "free" self-expression as a remedy is
anti-social, and is bound, in the long run, to defeat its own
purpose. If crude self-expression is allowable for some
instincts, such as the sexual and the parental, it should be
allowable for others, such as the pugnacious and the acquisitive
—and that way lies the destruction of all ordered social life.1
We are here brought up against the old problem of the true
nature of freedom, and the old distinction between freedom and
licence. The demand for relatively unrestricted self-expression
is probably more insistent at the present time in America than
in England,2 and it is, perhaps, no accident that the tendency
to observe the motto "learn what you please," which is seen
in the elective system of studies, is matched by a tendency to
observe the motto "do what you please" in matters of conduct.
But the unwholesome demand for individual freedom is not
confined to one side of the Atlantic. And so far as the schools
are concerned, it is unfair to quote Froebel and Montessori as
authorities for that demand. Froebel did indeed stand for
" rendering the inner outer," and for the self-activity of the
learner, but he cannot be quoted in support of the view that the
"self" is good enough to need "expression" without further
ado. And if Montessori advocated vigorously the claims of the
child to individual freedom, she guarded herself by the limita-
tion that such freedom could be exercised only in so far as it is
consistent with an equal degree of freedom for other people.8
1 This point is well brought out in J. A. Hadfield"* Psychology and
Morals, en. xviiL
 *	See J Adams, Evolution of Educational Theory, pp. 146-8.
 *	Cf. The Montessori Method, p. 87. "The liberty of the child should
have as iu limit the collective interest; as its farm* what we universally
consider good breeding,'"

